
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



5 oo MICHIGAN LAW REVIEW 

57, 29 L. Ed. 414. People ex rel. Hatch v. Reardon, 184 N. Y. 431, 77 N. E. 
970, 8 L. R. A. (N. S.) 314, 112 Am. St. 628, affirmed 204 U. S. 152, 27 Sup. 
Ct. 188, 51 L. Ed. 415 ; Magoun v. ///. Trust & Savings Bank, 170 U. S. 283, 
18 Sup. Ct. 594, 42 L. Ed. 1037 ; Hayes v. Missouri, 120 U. S. 68, 7 Sup. Ct. 350, 
30 L. Ed. 578; Barbier v. Connolly, 113 U. S. 27, 5 Sup. Ct. 357, 28 L. Ed. 923. 

Contracts — Real Estate Brokers — Oral Authorization for Sale of 
Land — Commissions. — Plaintiff, a real estate broker, sold land for defendant 
under an agreement not sufficient as an authority to sell, and now sues for 
commissions. Defendant defends on the ground that the contract of author- 
ity was void under a statute relating to brokers and forms no consideration 
for the subsequent promise to pay, as evidence of which plaintiff sets up the 
agreement to convey the land to the grantee, wherein it was provided that the 
vendor should pay plaintiff $200.00 as commission on the sale. Held, plaintiff 
may recover. Muir v. Kane, et ux. (1909), — Wash. — , 104 Pac. 153. 

By a California statute (§ 1624 Cal. Civ. Code), which is almost identical 
with that of Washington, unless a broker's authority to sell land is evidenced 
by an agreement in writing he is not entitled to commissions for procuring 
such sale. Shanklin v. Hall, 100 Cal. 26. Under a similar Nebraska statute 
(§ 74, c. 73, Comp. St. 1905), where the contract between the owner and 
broker is void because not in writing he cannot recover on a quantum meruit 
for services or time. Barney v. Lasbury, 76 Neb. 701, 107 N. W. 989. In the 
absence of a written contract for the sale of real estate there is the absence 
of the right of compensation for services ; and where there is no written con- 
tract a subsequent express promise to pay is without consideration and void 
under the Statute of Frauds of New Jersey (Gen. St. p. 1604, Art. 10). 
Stout v. Humphrey, 69 N. J. L (40 Vroom.) 436, 55 Atl. 281, followed in 
Bagnole v. Madden, 76 N. J. L. (47 Vroom) 255, 69 Atl. 967. In Indiana, 
where there are no statutes relating to brokers, an agreement to pay a broker 
for finding a purchaser for a house, whether the rate be fixed or graduated 
by the price, need not be in writing, Fischer v. Bell, 91 Ind. 243 : also Michi- 
gan, Hamilton v. Frothingham, 59 Mich. 253. Brokers may recover commis- 
sions and advancements, the contracts having been executed according to 
terms, even if memoranda showing the contract in question were insufficient. 
Bibb v. Allen, 149 U. S. 481. 

Criminal Law — Post Office — Fraudulent use of Mails. — Defendant 
devised a fraudulent scheme to be effected by opening correspondence with 
himself by means of the government post office. Rev. St. U. S. (U. S. Comp. 
St. 1901, p. 3696) provides that, "If any person, having devised or intending 
to devise any scheme or artifice to defraud, * * * to be effected by either 
opening or intending to open correspondence or communication with any 
person, whether resident within or without the United States, or by inciting 
such other person or any person to open communication with the person so 
devising or intending, shall in and for executing such scheme or artifice, or 
attempting to do so," mail any letter or receive any letter from the mail, he 
shall be punishable by fine or imprisonment or both. Held, defendant was 



